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State, « Ge. 1 that it gives 
great Offence, that I have not 
examined the ſeveral Points that ka 
been debated- between us! And he 
85 ann cke, 4% return to | 
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N it is e time to havs done _ 
an 10 fur « 0 Idi r with Mr 
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| bree (p. 43.) : Since this, I ſay, is the 


equitable Judges I think it cannot) I will not 
ſuffer Mr. Foſter to leave any evil Impreſſions, with 

reſpeft to it or to me, upon the very. meane/t 

Readers, ſo long as there is any Help for them 

from common Senſe.” 

The Deſign of the True State, Sc. was to ſhew 


ters, becauſe Mr. Fofter in 1 his Second Letter had 
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Worth contending for. His Doctrine is, that none 
are Hereticks to the urpoſes of Chürch Diſcipline 
but thoſe who in the Opinions they maintain, act 

in Oppoſition to the Light of their own Minds. 
7 In conſequence of this Principle, the View and 
Purport of his Sermon was to throw all Diſcipline 


1 5 5 Was there ſet forth as an incompetent Judge of He- 


* by Mr. Fyſter in the Old Mbig, (at t 
very Time" when this. Controyerſy ig "Its. 


EE 


* "i  _ xermment. are Judges of Mens Conſciences, and can 
=  , tell-whether they are ſelf condemned or not. 


Mr. Fuſter's Notion of Hereſy, as I: exprei 
dchim both in my firſt and ſecond Letter. The 
ular Paſſages arę ſet down, Tue Hale, &c. 


7908 2 -- ſays in n his cen . TIRE Hereticks may be 


that there was no need to go back to former Mat- 


* ; 


1 RE 75 ns 10 hin hap was' never 5 Opinian 4 
3 an Intention to defame-and viliſy his 


Caſe, I have a Right to be heard for myſelf; and 
if the Cauſe wants no farther Support, (as with 


given. up every thing in the Controverſy that is 


— 


in rejecting; Hereticks, out of the Church, which 8 


= = rely;z/and.ir was expreſiy maintained in à Letter 


that none are fit to decide in Caſes of Hereſy, 55 . 
-thoſe who by being endued with preternatural Di 1 


A as for che Sake of this Lie alone that I 0 A5 ſed 


+ 2 But Mr. Foſter, (in Contradiction to himſelf) 5 


Mr. Fo $TER's Anfr. We > 
Vue and rejected in all Ages of the Church by 
Enquiri:s made upon Conſcience by probable Evi- 
dence. Mr. Foſter therefore has given up his Point, 

and here are /*o Schemes ſet up diametrically op- 
Pofite to each other. For the'firſt excludes all Dif- 
1 in rejecting Hereticks, the /acond admits it: 
In the one Hereticks cannot be known without pre- 
ternatural Diſcerriment ; in the other they may be 
known by common and natural Methods or” En- 
quir y: | 
It is with this Obſervation that the True State; 
Sc. ſets out, where I remark that, 750 Mr. Foſter 
Holds bis Nor 10 of Hereſy, yet be quits his UsE 
of it ; which ſhews evidently” that ir neither was 1 
nor can be to any Purpoſe to re- examine the Points — 
that have been Arr For what ſignifies i it to | 7 
diſpute Particulars, when the main Cauſe is given 
up? This may ſerve as a Reply to the firſt nine 
or ten Pages of Mr. Fofter's Anſwer to the True 

Fate, Sc. where he has given a Hiſtory of his 
own fancied Exploits. For if he had proved all 
that he there pretends to have proved (tho* by the 
way he hath proved nothing of it) the Amount 

can be no more than this, that his Notion of He- 

| reſy is right, But if it ſhould be granted (which 

7 cannot be granted) that his Notion of Hereſy is 

rigbi, yet ſince he gives up the Doctrine founded 7} 
upon that Notion, and for the Sake of which'alons + 
his Notion of Hereſy was brought in queſtion, So 
_ Cauſe is gone. D079 + 
But Mr. - Fofter” alledged That he had never 15 1 

ONCE aſſerted that' Hereticks cannot he kijown, nor _ 

conſequently: gehe wil bout the Help of priternatural --, 

Diſcernment. If this be true, the Diſpute was in- 

pertinent from the Beginning, and 1 am foundl a 

Ju Witneſs in charging Mr. Fofter with having 

taught what he never taught. To juſtify myſelf 1 

e in this Point, I — choſe Paſ- 7 i „ 
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| dur AA : 
1 . TN which; this Charge was-grounded, and | 
I fupported it by ſuch plain and evident Reaſons,: 
as I thought i it impoſſible for Mr. Foſter, to with- 
ſtand. But he ſtill perſiſts in it, that he never 
taught any ſuch Doctrine. I declare (ſays he) 
once more, as ] have often done before, that as far 
as I can recolleF, it neither was my Opinion, nor did 
T intend to expreſs it as my. Opinion, that Herelicks. 
could never be known but by the Exerciſe of a mira- 
culous Diſcernment : And he preſently adds 
Thoſe Sentences which the Doctor hath marked: with a 
Nota Bene, and which indeed are the only ones in "the 
whole Quotation that SEEM toyuit his Purpoſe, are very 
Jar from juſtifying and Jupporting the Charge *. To 
omit what he has ſaid in his Sermon, I ſhall con- 
fine myſelf to the Paſſages quoted from his Letter 
in the Old Mbig, becauſe it is upon theſe princi- 


pally, that Mr. Foſter accuſes me of an Intention 


to defame him, and vilify his moral Cbaratter. 1 
am ſorry Mr. Fofter has laid me under the Nece/ity 
of entering farther into this Enquiry : But ſince 
the Slander muſt fall upon bim or myſelf, 1 cannot 
help it; and Mr. Foſter will know whom he has to 
thank if the Iſſue ſhould determine his moral Cha- 
| rafter on the di i/advantageous Side. 0 

The very manner in which Mr. Foſter expreſſes 
himſelf, carries with * a ſtrong Appearance -of 
| Guilt, —— 80 far as I can RECOLLEOr it neither = 
tas, &cc. What? Is. it / long ſince Mr. Fofter 
wrote that Letter in the Old Whig, that he can 
haye forgot what his Opinion was ? Again — Nor 
did I 1nTEND.. to expreſ5..it as my Opinion, &e, 
Why, not intend, but becauſe he faw plainly that 
his Words import what he would now have us be- 
lieve he did nt intend? This is all; I am concerned 

. 41 niche e Bon ann Seyodl 10 dn 


„ 2 33 „ 
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Once more I will ſet it down at length, that the 


Reader may be enabled to judge how well Mr. 


1 has juſtified himſelf. 
„If none but thoſe who are endu d with pre- 
<< ternatural Diſcernment are fit to decide in Caſes 


< of Hereſy, this is no Reflection upon St. Paul, 


„ who hath never aſſerted the contrary; I but 
% (N. B.) it ſhould correct and reſtrain the Inſo- 


< lence of others in pretending to a Power which 


e they are not entitled to] and which neither the 
Nature of the thing itſelf, nor a Rule preſcri ib 
to a Perſon miraculouſiy enlighten'd and 


e ſeſſed of extraordinary Abilities give them cho 


< leaſt Ground to claim.“ 
I ſet down this Paſſage juſt asit ſtands in the Tres 


State, Sc. p. 13. where 1 ſay, that the Words which - 


are included in Hooks, are cited by me, in my ſecond 
os as what determined the Senſe of the foregoing 
Part of the Sentence; but Mr. Foſter in his 
Anſwer bas ſet down the foregoing Part of the Sen- 
tence ONLY, and ſuppreſs'd all that follous. 
To this Mr. Foſter replies (in a very e 
manner) I. Hall now, and for the Huture, paſs by 
every thing of. this Kind without any farther Nati, 
as\ſuch Writers and ſuch Cavils juſtly deſerue, ani 


eſpecially, what is marked with a Nota Bene, aud 


det in Hoots. This is an Evidence of notbing 


- but his great Aſurance. If Mr. Faſter had proved 


chat the Paſſages ſuppreſſed are of no Significancy,' 


he might have given himſelf ſuch Airs as. theſes 
but he has Jags: waking: like it, For hear his 


: 1 
I need not enter into a e Enamipatigs 


of the Doctors long critical Obſervations on the 
| « Paſſage in the Wy Whig, and my Explanation 
» of itz e en, his Nee are juſt . | 
i 78 * 8 


IS 


Mr. Fos TEAC | Anſwer. ” 
what Mr. Foſter intends, any farther than his Wri-- 
tings ſhew it. But let the Paſſage ſpeak for me. 
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« e the Chang he has brought againſt me 


vill remain unſupported. For what does all 
he has ſaid amount to? Why to this only, that 


« if it was not at that Time my fixed Sentiment, 


that Hereticks could not be known without 


« the Gift of 3 Spirits, I have argued 
« weakly and inconcluſively in my Attempt to 
<« vindicate St. Pauls Character. Allowing this, 
% what does it prove? That what I am accuſed 


of was really my Opinion? This cannot be, 


unless Dr. Stebbing will ſuppoſe what J am very 


s far from aſſuming to myſelf, that I am not 
capable, as well as he and all other Writers, 
of thinking that to be juſt reaſoning which is 
„ not fo. Upon other Occaſions, and when a 


e different Turn is to be ſerved, he is forward 


enough to advance even ground leſs haps of 
< abſurd and trifling Arguments, owing eit 
66, Ignorance or ſuperficial Enquiry, or a preci- 


er to 


<«<-pitate and careleſs Temper; with all which he 
5 has been pleaſed to complement me. . But now 


„when his End is to defame, I muſt be comple- 
- < mented with a kind of Infallibility,. and the 
«Goodneſs of my Underſtanding is to be mag- 


«© nified, in order to vilify my moral Character.“ 
The Gentleman quite miſtakes the Matter; 
1 never had it in my Heart. to magnify Mr. Fo- 


| Ner- 8 Underſtanding, andi if T have faid any thing : 
+ of this Sort that offends. his Modeſty I beg his 


Pardon. But I ſee nothing like it in this Place 3 


| . and that Mr. Foſter: may be no longer at a Loſs for 
my deue Meaning, I deſire him to attend to bis 
dun Deſence, and to my Anſwer. 


Mr. Foſter's Defence is, That he 5 not 15 


mi Paſſage deliver it as bis - own Opinion, that 
none are fit to decide in Caſes of Hereſy, büt 


i; . LR 5 thoſe who. are endued with preternatural Diſcern· 
EE ment ur __ OO at to vindicate 


4 2 . 


4 


& 


% 


St. Paul's Character. It is to be obſerved, that 
Mr. Foſter had nothing to do with St. Paul's 
Character any otherwiſe than his own Interpretation 
of St. Paul's Words might bring it in Queſtion. 
St. Paul ſays, that a Heretick is condemned of bim- 


aff 


demned in his own Conſcience, and upon this Inter- 
pretation raiſes this Doctrine, that no one ought. 
to be rejected: as a Heretick but he who is con- 
demned in his own, Conſcience. The Objeftion 
to this was, that if no one ought to be rejected 
as a Heretick but he who is condemned in his own 
Conſcience, it will follow that none are fit to de 
cide in Caſes of Hereſy, but thoſe who by preter- 
natural Diſcernment can Judge of Conſcience. To 
this Mr. Foſter anſwers in the Paſſage before 
quoted, Ir none are fit to decide in Caſes of. Hereſy 


but 


ment, this is no Reflexion on St.Paul's Charafter, &c, 
You ſee here plainly, that Mr. Fyſter does not 
diſp ſpute the Conſequence, | but is willing to ſuppoſe 
it true that, none are fit to decide in Caſes of 
Hereſy but thoſe who are endu'd with N 
„e ee. and ſtill ſays that St. Paul, ma 

juſtified. Thisi is what he calls arguing ex ro tr 1 
and ſince the Queſtion concerns St. Paul's Doctrine, 


the 


be St. Paul's Senſe or Opinion, that none are fit 0 
decide in Caſes of Hereſy, but thoſe who are 
endu'd with preternatural Diſcernment. Press 
which I now aſk (and the Queſtion, contains te 
Subſtance of what I ſaid before) Could Mr. Foſter = 
have admitted that St. Paul might po Pity hay =Y 
been of this Opinion if he beliey d it ro | 
_ truth? I ſuppoſed that he could not; and "where x 1 1 
pray is the Compliment upon Mr. Foſter's. 5 4 | 
derſtanding, that 55 bim ſo. much Uncaſineſs = 
Al that Bis "IPs 


i - 


Mr. FOSTER's.  Hiiſwor, 1 


This Mr. Fofter interprets as ſignifying con- 


thoſe who are endued with preternatural Diſcern- 
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= e not believe & Paul to be in the Wrong, which 
| bim as 48 a Chriſtian) is nor, I hope, 
him 700 nuch Honour. If Mr. Foſter thinks it 
will be a better Vindication of St. Paul's Character 
to ſay that ne might be miſtaken, let him 1 it: But 
if he will not ſay this, he muſt give me leave to ſay, 
that when Mr. Foſter wrote this Letter, he could 
of be of the Opinion that Hereticks may be known 


Aud judged by thoſe who are not endu'd with A 


rernatural Diſcernment; and ſince it is nece 
to be ſuppoſed that he muſt have been of al 
Opinion in this Caſe, ir remains that he muſt have 
been of the contrary Opinion, i. e. it muſt have 
veen bis 099 Opinion, that none are fit to decide 
in Cafes of Herefy, but thoſe. who are endu d with ; 
Preternatural Diſcerament. 
My next Obſervation upon this Paflige was; 
That here is 4 Charge of Inſolence in pretending to 
xs Power which they are not intitled to, laid againſt 
all who claim a Right, in virtue of the Apoſtolick 
Rule, to reject Heteticks in the preſent State f 
tte Church; laid (I fay) ix conszquences,of 
- the Hypotheſis, chat none are fit to decide in Caſes 
of Hereſy, but thofe who are endued with preter- 
155 natural iſcernment: | Ir (ſays Mr. Fyſter) none 
ur it wu decide in Cafes of Hereſy, but thoſe who ate 
tuned with pretirnatural Difcernment——1T ſhould 
_ rorreft andreſtraintbeInsoLENGCEof atbers e U 
4 4 gr ich they are not intitled to. Upe 
have alked; Is i: 10 de in 5 rinel that ', i 
Fate would havg'fonded fuch @ Hartge u ap 


but. admitted unly fur 45 ument ate It is Too. 


3 | 5 : bo ; ARD 4 Su ion. 10 Wich the Gentlema 
. pon T's 4 Mixture of greac Magni. 


_ - Fence and Selfrabaſement) Mr. Foſter SHALL NOT © 
 VOUCUSAFE to enguire Whether it was proper or 7. 
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allowing it to de fo, what follows from thente ? 


 Miear HE Nor BE MisTaken? No, Sir; Mr, 
Foſter could not be miſtaken in this, that every 
Ebuarge ought to be founded upoh ſome real Truth, 
That this Paſſage contains a Charge he himſelf 
admits, and it cannot indeed be denied; and my 
Inference from hence, that Mr. Fofter would not 
have laid ſuch, a Charge, unleſs it had been his 
peal Opinion that none are fit to decide in Caſes of 
_ "Herefy but thoſe who have preternatural Diſcern- 
ment, pays him his Compliment indeed, That 


"he hath Common Senſe, and Common Honeſty. And 


is 7his a juſt Matter of Complaint with Mr. 
It is the very firft time, I prefume, that this 
Gentleman ever ſought Refuge under the Cover of 


His own Ignorante; and we may be ſhire, that no- 


£0 it, But there is no ſuch thing as ſaving him. 


even upon theſe hard Terms. Por, te . 


another Paſſage in the ſame Letter, which 1 pro- 
duced in the Tus State, &c. p. 14. in Confirma- 
tion of the foregoing; 1 he Words of St. Paul, 


„when confined to Titus, to whom ALONE. they 
4 were addreſſed; of extended onLY to every one 


of his Suecteſſors, who is endued with the SAME: 


„ EXTRAORDINARY ACCOMPLISHMENTS, af- 


* ford this plain and eaſy, Senſe ; 4 Man who 
| 05 20% Duftrine, &c.” I Veh. 


„Rowing e 


cured, upon this Faffage, to charge Mr, Efe with 


x 


"alone; or ,onght to be extended only to evety © 
\of his Saceeffbrs, who Would be endued With the 
bene exthaordinaty Accotpliſfurjents, "But, 73; 
(as Mir." Pier) u nat le, . For ib ot 't 


' * laying, that the Words of i Paul, when con- 
„ «6 fined zo Titus, to whom alone they were addreſſed, 


* 
— 3 
4 
6 5 , 
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delivering ir as his own Opinion, that St. Ps 
Direktion to reject Hereticks, was confined to Titus 
oY 


Fs ako 3 
707 's 'E - 8 «x "I I; | A Wis 2 5 TGF; i 27 . 
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gp 2 extended only to 2very one, A (with- 
<< out adding, that to ſuch alone they any way be- 


&© Jong) afford this plain and eaſy Senſe; is not this 


4 vaſtly different from declaring for MYSELF, i. e. 


* laying it down direfily as my Opinion, that they 
e cannot be extended or applied, even in an infe- 
4 rigr Senſe, to any who are not 'endued. with the 
10 "ſame extraordinary Accompliſhments? * The Diſ- 
parity of the two Caſes-1s ſo. "i and palpable, 
<« as to be obvious at firſt Sight to the meaneſt 
- 6: Capacity®.” 
| You ſee here, that Mr. Foſter denies, that he has 
in theſe Words declared it as bis o Opinion, that 


the Words of St. Paul were confined to Titus alone, 


or. ought to be extended to thoſe only, who ſfould 
be endued with preternatural Diſcernment, as Titus 
is ſuppoſed to have been: And he thinks himſelf 
at Liberty to maintain (for ou ought that is here 
ſaid to the contrary) that the Rule may appertain 
to OTHERS who, are not endued wich preternatural 
Diſcernment in an inferior Senſe. J am not ſure 
that I ſhall not offend. Mr. Mer; But before 1 
can deal with him upon this Argument, I muſt 
"ſuppoſe that he knows when he zalks Regſan. This 
premiſed; I aſk in the firſt Place, What does the 
Gentleman mean when he ſays that the Rule may 
appertain to OTHERS in an inferior Senſe? The 
Rule is to rejef? 4 Heretick; and thoſe oTHERS 
may reject a Heretick, or os may not. There is 
no Room for Inferiority or = url in the. Caſe. 
Will he {ay then that his Words do not confine | 
the Power to reject a Heretick to Titus alone, or 
- extend, 1 it only to thoſe who ſhould be endued with 
the ſame extraordinary Gifts that Ts had? Why 
be does fay ſo; and he thinks it to be ſo plain, 
SH | Ka Yap 1 you 58 even e x not to he it. 
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Mr. Fos TE RS Anſwer. 11 
Let it ſeems it is not /o plain neither, but there is 
need of a Gloſs, and by clapping in the Word 
when] before [extended] and ſaying that he did 
not add, that 10 ſuch AL. oN the Words did any way 
Belong, he thinks the Buſineſs done effectually. All 
Limitations are excluſive of courſe, and therefore 
there was no need to add what Mr. Fofter ſays he 
has zot added, provided his Words do confine St. 
Paul's Words to Titus, or to ſuch only who ſhould' 


be endued with the ſame Gifts. This therefore is' 


* 7 7 


the Jingle. Queſtion. Read then the Words as 
Mr. Fofter has now corrected them, (for the Change 
makes no Difference in the Senſe) and judge for 
yourſelf. The Words when confined to Titus, 
to whom alone they were addreſſed, or [When 
<< extended only to every one of his Succeſſors, 
who is endued with the ſame extraordinary Ac- 

“ compliſnments, afford this plain and eaſy Senſe.“ 
Does not this manifeſtly imply, that the Words 
eught to be confined to Titus, or extended only to 
every one of his Sui ceſſors who is endued with the 
ſame extraordinary Accompliſnments? If not, Why 
does he ſay ta whom ALONE tbey are ADDRESSED? 
Why, (I fay) but to ſhew that as the Words were 
addreſſed to Titus. alone, ſo they belong to him 
alone, or to ſuch gifted Men as he was? Beſides, 
Mr. Fofter undertakes here to give a Paraphraſe 
of the Text. The Paraphraſe is certainly bis own - 
Paraphraſe, and it is this; A Man who know- . 
c ingly eſpouſes falſe Doctrines, (whom thou art 
capable of diſtinguiſhing from others, by means 
of thy ſupernatural Diſcernment] after the firſt . 
© and ſecond Admonition, og an Error that is 

„ wilful, and which he has it intirely in his own 

t Power to reform] reject?“ Which Paraphraſe 

is right, 2p Suppoſition that the Power of re- 
jecting Hereticks was limitad to Titus alone, or to 

ſuch -gifted Perſons as he was ; but quite abſurd _ 
CEE. N "200 it „ 
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Pꝑiiti ve, I will give you his own: expreſs Words in 
thia very Letter, 3 that his Jntention was to 
den to the profent Minifters of the Church all 
Right to reje& Hereticks. They are theſe; 
% Allowing chat the Prieſthood are che Succeſſors. 
& of #45: 3 to what do they fucceed > It will 
without doubt be anſwered, To the Inſtructius 
© god Government: of the Church. And have 
<6; they. all che 2yalifications. for theſe Offices Þ 
Have they equal Authority tocinfiryt, and the 
2 8 of Government, that tis ſup 
{ed Titus and the A poſtles had? If not, the 
lauter might be qualified and commiſſioned tao 
man y things, even with reſpect to Church 
« Order and Diſanliue, in which, ir would be ri- 
« diculous for: our Mopaxgn Cinroy to attempt 
_* £0; imitate them. And (N. B.) if every pert 
3 Pri ſhould take upon him to 
Aide (prremptority in Points of | Hereſy, merely 


. Hecauft⸗ Titus was directed to do i it, who had'a 


775 las Humination, and extr ry Aſp. 
be muſt de x juſt Ober . T aud 


I have e to diftinguilhs: he! gira 
| Words: by a Nota Bent, notwithſtanding Mr. 
Halters reſolute Declaration, that fur tba future be 
will paſs by every: thing of this Kind without Notice, 
Ta ſay the Fruch, if he has a mind not to ſee, he 
has nothing left but ro: wint hard, for the Point 
is as clear as Language and Argument can make it. 
The Words laſt; quoted want no Comment, for 
- Hothing can make them plainer ; and:therefore let 
N. Faſter nom apply to his own Conſcience; and 

conſider Wan is that hath hurt his mννtẽ Cha 
ater, Hzxis ELN or I; or with what Conſiſtency 
4a will nat {ay with Chriftian,: but) with Humans 
eee W ee De- 
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none are fit to decide in Caſes of Here y büt thoſe 
-- who: are endued with preternatutal Diſcerhment. 
I know not what Liberties: Mr. Foſter may think 
himſelf intitled to make Uſe ef in mangling 
and curtailing bis own Words, to ſtifle and ſuppreſs 
Evidence in a Religious Diſpute. Bur ſhould he 
have a' Diſpute with any of his Neighbours about 
Civil Property, I believe he would not venture to 
talce the fame Liberties with a Dred of his own 
As it was the principal Deſign of the Trouble: 
I now give the Publick, to elear up this Point, 
L ſhall be very ſhort in what follows: It appears 
now, I think, beyond all Contradiction, that Mr. 
Foſter's original' Scheme throws all Diſcipline in 
tejecting Hereticks out of the Church: For none 
rute Hereticks, in this Aceount, but thoſe who act 
againſt Conſcience, and of Conſcience none can 
judge wirhout preternatural Diſcernment, The 
other Patt of the True State, Cc. was to ſhew 
that Mr. Foſter's Scheme of Diſciphne ſet up in 
his Serond Letter will not do; and it is very clear, 
that if neither of the two Schemes can ſtand, 
Mr. Foſter's Notion of Herefy (which he hath 
taken ſo much fuiles Bains to ſupport) muſt fall 
to the Ground. The firſt is given up; ler us (ee 
Bow well he has defended the erntet. 
His Second Scheme is, that Hereticks''are-to 
be rejected in all Ages of the Church, by a Judg , 
ment formed upon Conſcienee by probable Evi. 
dence. In debating this Point with him Before, 
I admitted that many Caſes might happen in Which 
At may be preſumed! with great Prububiluy that Men 
act againſt their 'own/ Convictiom But to fer 
that Church Diſcipline” cauld never ſtand upon 


chis Foot, I obſerved that it is Contrary to fie 
own Method of all bum Judgments in the 1 
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World. Civil Courts, in no 1 Re Sh - 
zance of Mens inward Convictions, or the Principle. 
upon which they act, as they regard Conſcience 
this I proved, and this Mr. Fofter- now: vouch- 


 fafes to admit: But his Remark is very ex- 


traordinary, © Aha Doctor, (ſays he) bas, en- 
% larg*d- the Law's. concerni wjelf 
„ with ee which I never GT and 
«© which is intirely remote from the grand Queſtion 
< in Debate us, viz. Whether Hereticks are 


40 capable of being 3 and conſequently re. 


66 


upon the Interpretation which I have given 


5 of the Chriſtian Rule“. It is not worth while 


to inquire at preſent what Mr. Fuſter intended as 
to the civil Law's concerning itſelf with Conſcience: 


It is moſt probable. that he did not know.what he 
intended himſelf : But this is a clear Confeſſion from 
him, that civil Laws, neither do nor-gught ta 


concern themſelves with Conſcience, and Vet it is 
as clear, that, according to his Interpretation of 
the Apoſtle's Rule, and the Method of Diſcipline 


no contended for, Eccle/iaftical Courts muſt con- 
cern themſelves with Conſcience... For who is 4 


ann according to Mr. Fuſter's Interpretation? 
Why (as you have often heard) he, and he only, who 


maintains fome. wrong Opinion againſt his Conſci- 


ence, or knowing it de wrong. To judge of a 


| Heretick therefore upon this Foot, the Inquirx 
muſt neceſſarily be what the Man's: Conſcience is; 
for if you do not know what his Conſcience i is, yon 


can never know whether he acts againſt Conſcience z 
and what is being concerned with: Conſcience. if this 
is not it? 

- Evident as this Cat is, Mr. "Taker, has. makes ; 
great Pains to perplex it, with no other View (as 
one may reaſonably ſuppoſe) than to put the true 
"IG ee out of Nane 4 1 allowed 
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that civil Satt. do. concern themſelves. with 


th: EVIL — Phe Heretick ? The evil 
Intention to do what, Sir? Intention always 
ſuppoſes ſometbing intended; as if one Man gives 
another a Blow. and kills him: The Law enquires 
Whether the Intention in giving the Blow was o 
" kill, This was my. Point: But how will you apply 
| this to a Judgment upon Hereſy ? Can a Man zeach 
any Doctrine not. intendi to teach it, as one 
Man may kill another not intending to kill 
him ? No. But, ſays Mr. Fer, When the 
% Leaders or 8 of particular Hereſies or 
<4 Sefts pretend a Zeal: for Religion we 
may have probable Evidence in many Caſes, 
K has - they IN TREND only their private Advan=- _ 
e.) Right, Sir; ſo you may. But the 
ſtion is not what may or may not be known by 
Pebble Evidence; but what is or is not a Fudg- 
ment upon Conſcience : And that this very Caſe. 
put by Mr. Foſter, is a 7udgment upon Conſcience is 
plain. For to judge whether a Man by any Act 
or Acts, means thg Honour of God, or bis own 
Advantage, is to judge of his Conſcience: . By 
InTExTIoON' in this Place, Mr. Foſter does nor 
mean the Purpoſe to do a Thing (which is what 
I mean when I ſay that the Law judges. of the 
* -Iniention) but; I impulſive Cauſe or Principle 
upon which a Man does an intended Act, which 
is What the Law never meddles with. Beſides, 
the Point in Judęment is not here rightly ſtated. 
A Man, we will ſay, maintains ſome Doctrine 
_which the Church thinks to be erroneous, and he 
is to be tried whether he is a Heretick. What £ 
is che Point in Judgment upon Mr. Fofter's.new. © © 
-Sekawe?. ls. i this, N the Man by propa- 1 
5 gating 5 
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this View then, if 
this concern the Grand Nucl? My Anſwer is, 


gacing his Doltriae” means es me 0 | 
or his own worldly Advantage? No; For Zea 


for Religion may be counterfeited,*: whether he 


teaches a fafſe Doctrine, or whether he teaches a 


true one; and Zeal for true Opinions, Juppoſing it 


to be hypocritical is not Hereſy. © The Point ix 
Fudgment therefore is preciſely this: Does the Man 


maintain this Doctrine with or againſt Conviftion # 


This is a Judgment 3 Conſcience; and if in 
Caſes of Hereſy the Church myſt proceed upon 


ſuch J aeg then, I ſay, that che Judgment 
of the Church, though à human Jadgment, differs 


From all human e be, in the World, 
Will now Mr. Fofter be pleaſed to explain, how 
| this Obſervation is remote from the Grand Dueſtion 
in debate betwgen us? As ur has thought fit to 
ſtate the Grand Queſtion, it is indeed remote; for 


de makes it to be, whether Hereticks are capable 

being known (i. e. probably known) upon his In- 
deerpretation. I have no Diſpute with him upon 
_ +. - "this Point. It is allow'd. But this I maintain (and 
Mr. Foſter grants) that civil Adminiſtrations neither 


do nor can proceed upen this Foot, and ta prove 
this Point was the ele Purpaſe for which I ſaid 
al that I have ſaid upon evil Adminiftrations, In 
r. Fyher will: aſk; how does 


Tt e concerns ir, That if vil Adminiſtrations do 
not proceed upon -this Foot, neither ought ercł- 


a fofticat. vnLxss ſome Cauſe of Difference- can be 
aſſigned: Bur no Cauſe of Difference can be aſſigned, 


ehe Reaſons in both being one and the/ame.. This 
1 have prov'd, and my Words are as follow. 
The Law is the Security of eee Riche, 15 
'« which is equally affected by unlawful Actions, 
45. whether thoſewho commit themhaveConſcience, 


e or whether they have none? And as civil Lavys 
IP rags e evil Righs, fo Crab Govern- 
5A — 2 a | | R CC ”—_ 
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* ment is the Security of the common Faith ; and bad 
„ Opinions will not be the 4% miſchievous in their 
„ Effets, becauſe they are ſincerely embraced.” 


* If a Man thinks himſelf bound in Conſcience 


to kill me, he is ſo much the more dangerous 
«« Enemy ; and the more ſincere a Man is in wrong 
„ Perſuaſions, with the more Zeal and Diligence 
* will he endeavour to propagate them: Therefore 
'<6 inſtead of being the 4%, he is the more proper. 
Subject of Diſcipline 3 for the principal End 
& of ſeparating an unſound Member from the 
«© Church, is ro preſerve the whole Body from 
Infection, according to St. Paul. ——— The 
Texts I need not now repeat; but 1 obſerved 
upon this Argument (in True State, &c. p. 29.) 
Thar tho* Mr. Fofter had been twice call'd upon 
to give an Anſwer to it, he never would give 
any: As he ſerved me before, even ſo has he ſerved 
me now, for not one Word does he ſay to it. Vet 
this is the Man who confidently gives out that he 
has evaded no' one Difficulty of any conſiderable 
Moment *! + HA 4 | , 


But this is not the ſingle Inſtance ; For I next 


obſerved upon his new Scheme that it is not only 


wrong, but DANGEROUS, and may ſerve as a Handle 


to very bad Purpoſes; True State, Sc. p.32. I urged 
this upon Mr. Foſter in ſuch a Manner as I thought 
proper to make him fee! it; and it ſhould ſeeni 


indeed that he does feel it; for all that he has 


thought fit to give for Anſwer, is, that 1 
am NO COMPETENT JUDGE in theſe Matters r. 


Mr. Fofter then hath done nothing towards vin- 


dicating his new Scheme: Inſtead of this, he ſpends 
much of his own and his Reader's Time in Com- 
Plaints againſt the Uncertainty of the common Me- 


thod of Diſcipline, from the Uncertainty of the 

125 Dec 1 $54 4 3 - CEA „ I . 
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| nothing more than an Abuſe of the Scriptures. I. 


| what. 1 is the neceſſary Faith of a Chriſtian) as leav- 


40 upon this Principle, that the Scriptures are a 
e perſelt and ſufficient, and conſequently a clear 


e Rule of Scripture on this very Account, be. 3 


= ARE PIT to 


Rule upon which it proceeds, which at Bottom are 


call'd him to Account for this, True State, p. 24, 25. 
where I produced a; Paſſage from Mr. Foſter's 
Second Letter, where he hath repreſented the 
Scheme by me defended (which leaves every Church 
to judge for itſelf by the Rule of God's Word, 


ing us toFancy and Cow jn nE, without any 
CERTAIN Rule at all: In ſhort, where he hath. 
declared (by Implication) that going to the Scrip- 
tures for the neceſſary Doctrines of Faith, though 
under the Help of a good Judgment, and an 
honeſt Mind, is but Gueſs-work, and groping in the 
Dart; which, I faid, is talking in the ſame Strain 
that Papiſts do, when they would ſet up Tradition 
and the Authority of their Church. This the 
| Gentleman thinks fit to call a bardfac'd el. tion. 
His Reaſons are, 

. Becauſe i it is evident to common Senſe, 


« that I take it for granted, that my No- 
tion of Hereſy, and the e Notion of 
<< Hereſy are one and the ſame” 


Which I 


do not underſtand. | 
. 2dly, Becauſe (it ſeems) Mr, Foſter ** 5 


T 24 determinate Rule of Faith and Diſcipline ; "x 
« and rejects my Rule as impoſſible to be the 


« cauſe. it is ab/alutely ambiguous and inerplicable , 
It. Jean gueſs at Mr. Faſter s Meaning in his dark _—_— 
. way of Writing, it is this: What he calls uu. - : 1 
Rule in Oppoſition to the Scripture. Rule, Is; the; 
Fudęment of the Church, concerning What is d 
not negeſſary to the Faith of a Chriſtian. 1 F 
Judgment, framed upon Scripture, 1 ay, 1 
e ve a Rule to the Oh in ee e er cickss.-. 


3 Mr. FosrzR Anſwer. 19 

1 and this Rule Mr. Feſter here rejects, becauſe it 
is abſolutely ambiguous and inexplicable ; which, in 
my Opinion, is ſaying, by as plain a Conſequence 
as can be, that the Scriptures are abſolutely, ambi- 
guous and inexplicable. For if the Judgment of 
the Church formed upon Scripture muſt be ab- 
ſolutely an ambiguous and inexplicable Rule, the 
Reaſon is, (or there is 20 Reaſon for it) that the 
Scriptures themſelves are abſolutely ambiguous and 
inexplicable. How this will ſtand with ſaying at 
the fame time that the Scriptures are a clear and 

"determinate Rule of Faith, it is Mr. Fofter's Buſi- 
neſs to conſider. All char 1 ſhall ſay more to this 
Matter is, that if he does indeed believe (as every, 

Proteſtant believes) that the Scriptures are a clear 
and determinate Rule of Faith, he is ſo much the 
more inexcuſable in abu/ing. them to ſerve a Turn, 
and it muſt be a very bad Cauſe indeed, which 

Wants ſuch a Support as this, - _ 

I have now ſaid enough to enable any Reader 
to judge, (who is willing to judge) where the true 
Merits of the Cauſe lie. Mr. Fofier s firſt Scheme 

is given up, his ſecond left undefended ;, for which 
but oe Reaſon can be given, viz. that he ſaw 

plainly that it is uncapable of being defended z and 
the mote Mr. Foſter will think of the Matter, the 
more he will: be convinced of the Neceſſity he is 
under of coming back to the common Method of 

_ _ Diſcipline, which he has been all this while en- 
 deavouring to run down. If Mr. Fofter: had be- 
ſtowed but a little Conſideration about what he 
9 1 Was doing; when he firſt engaged in this Contro- 
eee, he: would have ſeen, without entring into 
NN --. x t, (which by this Time, perhaps, he 
" de convinced he had much better have let 
„ oe) ) that ih letting up his Interpretation of St. 
— Rue, eicher to the pulling down of *all 
pieei * or. te the de is a T OY over Con- . 


a. 


20 A REI I to 
1285 ſfrience, he tt run counter to the Practice of all 


Chriſtian Churches or Societies in the World; 


which I ſo much the rather remark, becauſe 1 
obſerve that my Deſign in the Part I have taken 
has; been interpreted as an Attempt to 'raiſe the 
Power of Biſhops. In the Bibliothegue Raiſonnee of 
July, Auguſt, and September laſt, there is an Extract 


of this Diſpute, (ſuch a one as it is) in which 


the Author ſays, that I have given ſuch a Senſe of 


the Word avrorarexpro, as would ſerve, in my 


' Opinion, to ſecure to THE Bishors the Power to 
baniſh from the Church thoſe who in the Sincerity of 


their. Hearts are of Sentiments different from the Opi- 


nions commonly received. What Concern Mr. 
Fofter or his Friends had in this Extract, I cannot 
fay ; But I find the ſame falſe Turn in Mr. Foſter's 
Letter before referred to. Let Engliſhmen and 
Proteſtants (ſays he) take Notice with what Views 
ſuch Notions of Hereſy are induſt riouſly and warmty 


propagated,” viz. to eftabliſh an enormous and enſlaving 


Power in the HitRaRcHy, and: ſubjeft the Con- 
ſciences and Faith of Chriſtians io PRIESTLY In- 
guifition and Cenſure. What have Biſhops or Prieſts 
(as he in Scorn loves to call the Miniſters of the 


Church of England) to do in this Diſpute more 


than others? Let Mr. Fofter conſult his Diſenting 
\ Brethren, and go from Set to Sen; Diſcipline he 
will find among them of one Kind or another 3 
but where will he find any Tribunals over Conſcience? 
Where any Enquiries into Mens ſecret Convictions? 
I never heard of any thing like this among Diſen- 
lers, and I dare fay there is nothing like it. A 
Diverſity of Sets or Communions will infer a Di- 


verſity of Sentiments as to what Points are or are 
not fit to be made Te erms of Communion : But the | 


. fo 1 - Pour es, aux W le pouvoir de bannir bs 
_ Fegliſe ceux ui ſoit de bonne foi dans des idees eee, des 
1 recues. "ys Raiſon. P, * 
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Aw once fixed, (in which each Sect can 1 6 8 
other Rule than the Scriptures, as interpreted 5 
themſelves) AL Communions agree in this, o 
exclude thoſe who will not come up to thoſe Terms. 
in which the Enquiry, I preſume, always is, bat | 
the Man profeſſeth, not Vby he profeſſeth it: And 
what is this but the very Thing I have been con- 
tending for? I cannot therefore perceive to whom 
Mr. Faſter has done a Pleaſure by theſe his worthy 
Labours, unleſs it be to the common Enemies of the 
.._ Goſpel, who may find Cauſe enough to triumph, | 
> hen they ſee thoſe who profeſs themſelves Preachers = 
of the Goſpel pulling down the Fences and Out- : 
ret of Chriſtianity with their own Hands. 
I am afraid it will be thought that this Contro- 
verſy has been drawn out to too great a Length. - 
I confeſs it has; and therefore I ſhould have been - 
very much inclined to paſs by Mr. Faſter's laſt 
Performance, if he had obſerved any common 
Meaſures of Decency with me. But as he came 
out with ſuch flagrant Accuſations of Artifice and 
iniquitous Dealing, this gave ſome Weigbt to what 
otherwiſe ought to have been neglected; and I 
hope I ſhall be excuſed in having ſaid thus wo 3 
to do Juſtice to my own Character. „ 
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